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the pilgrims are told vividly and dramatically. After Richard's arrival
the chronology improves, and Ambroise's account of the end of the
siege equals any other.
True, he omits any considerable discussion of many details which
we know from other sources. He was concerned solely with reciting
the gestes of Richard, and irrelevant events, distracting from this single
purpose, are subordinated even more in the Estoire than in the I tine-
rarium. Philip's voyage home, which receives so much attention in
Hoveden, is omitted altogether. Ambroise is telling the deeds of the
Lion Heart 5 he does not bother with the lesser acts of smaller folk.
The Eracles, the Libellus, and Haymarus give more connected accounts
of the siege $ Ambroise by far the most personal.
It is in his story of the campaigns of Richard in Palestine that Am-
broise is unique and unexcelled. Only in Beha ed Din, who like Am-
broise concerns himself only with the deeds of his hero, can one find
an equally good account of these campaigns. The details of the marches
and battles, the heroic struggles, the joys and agonies of the pilgrims
as fortune smiled or frowned upon them, are recorded by Ambroise
colorfully, vividly, and sympathetically. The negotiations for truces
were not known, and so remain largely unmentioned unless they became
so noticeable that the whole camp speculated on them. Ambroise was
merely one of the mass of pilgrims who followed where their lord led
them, unknowing why and only able to speculate about the motives
' which prompted the decisions made. He explains such decisions with
naive simplicity: treason, bad faith, selfishness, were for him more
acceptable motives than those reasons of state and strategy which
prompted the leaders.
We have already observed that Ambroise colors his entire narrative
with a strong personal bias. He writes as the avowed partisan of Richard
and of all Richard's friends and proteges. This is especially noticeable
in his treatment of Guy de Lusignan and Conrad de Montferrat. It is
so strong as to render almost wholly false his account of the history
of Jerusalem before the beginning of the siege of Acre. Ambroise
gained his information of these events entirely at second hand and ap-
parently entirely from partisans of Guy, He never understood the
psychology or the problems of the Syrian Franks. Ambroise expressed
perfectly the attitude of the western crusader as opposed to that of